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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, hov^ver, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply v^thin the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days vAW be considered timely. 

- tf NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period v^ll apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANCX3NED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 04 August 2004 . 
2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fonmal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 22-33 and 35-39 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 22-33. and 35-39 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8)0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

©)□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action orfomri PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19 

12) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. , 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)), 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Status of Application 

1 . Applicant's amendment, mailed August 4, 2004, has been entered in the 
application. Claims 22-33, and 35-39 are pending, claim 39 having been added. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC 103 

2. The appropriate citation of 35 U.S.C. 103 relied upon herein may be found in the 
previous office action. 

3. Claims 22-33, 37 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Porsche et al. (US 3,771,807, cited previously) in view of Dulski (US 
2,883,205, cited previously). Porsche et al. teach a ski bike including a seat (3) a 
steering means (1, 2, 4) including an upper pair of handlebars (30) which may 
accommodate a tow assembly of greater width than the handlebars and a forward ski 
(5) pivotally connected to the frame by a single fork member, a frame including first and 
second portions (10, 10'), both of which support the seat, connected to a third portion 
(11, 12) which is parallel to a rear ski (8), the rear ski being connected to the frame by 
pivotal connections (6, 7) and a suspension means (9), which allow pivoting of the rear 
ski at two pivotal locations ~ the lower terminal end of element 6 and the lower terminal 
end of elements 7 and 9 (note the use of a single un-referenced bracket at 7, 9), the 
front and rear skis having the same width (figure 2), the front ends of the first and 
second frames being connected to the steering headset (2), the rear ends being 
connected to an upwardly oriented portion (12) of the third frame portion. The reference 
to Porsche et al, fails to teach a footrest extending from the frame on either side of the 
frame, constituting a pair of foot engaging portions. Dulski teaches a ski-bike having a 
frame supplied with a footrest (42) located between the seat and rear ski, having left 
and right foot supporting portions extending on either side of the frame (e.g., 13, 14). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
provide a footrest as taught by Dulski on the frame of the bike taught by Porsche et a!,, 
between the seat and rear ski, for the purpose of allowing a user's feet to be supported 
when coasting. 
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As regards claim 27, while the reference of Porsche et al. as modified by Dulski 
fails to teach the pivotal connections (6, 7) being located adjacent the ends of the third 
frame portion (e.g., the ends of 1 1 ), it would not have been considered to be beyond the 
skill of the ordinary practitioner to adjust the locations of the pivots, for example for the 
purpose of adjusting the degree and characteristics of displacement of the rear ski. 

As regards claim 30, it is old and well known to duplicate a part in order to 
provide enhanced operation of the part, and as such. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to duplicate the fork portion taught 
by Porsche et a!., as modified by Dulski, providing a pair of fork portions, for the 
purpose of providing a more secure connection between the steering means and the 
front ski. 

As regards claim 37, to provide an abrasive foot accommodating portion on a 
footrest for the purpose of enhancing traction is old and well known, and as such, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
provide an abrasive surface to the top portions of the footrest taught by the modifying 
reference of Dulski for the purpose of improving traction and providing an improved 
gripping surface for the user. 

4. Claims 35 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Porsche et al. in view of Dulski and Laycraft (US 4,097,055, cited previously). The 
references of Porsche et al. and Dulski are discussed above, and fail to teach the 
attachment of the steering means and forward ski by a suspension member which 
damps pivotal motion. Laycraft teaches a snow bike having a front ski (23) connected to 
a front fork (20) with a suspension mechanism comprising a pivotal connection (at 22) 
and a damper (24, 25, 26). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to provide the connection between the front fork and front ski 
of the bike of Porsche et al. as modified by Dulski with a damping suspension 
mechanism as taught by Laycraft for the purpose of reducing vibrations transmitted to 
the user, facilitating a smoother ride. 
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5. Claim 38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Porsche 
et al. in view of Dulski and Muller et al. (US 4,305,603, cited previously). The references 
of Porsche et al. and Dulski are discussed above, and fail to teach the rear ski as 
having a rear portion that is wider than the remainder of the ski, which has a 
substantially constant width. Muller et al. teach a gliding board having a forward section 
with a substantially constant width, and a wider rear section (6). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the rear 
ski of the bike of Porsche et al. as modified by Dulski with a widened section, as taught 
by Muller et al., for the purpose of adjusting the gliding characteristic of the bike. 

Response to Comments 

6. Applicant's comments have been carefully considered. As regards applicant's 
comments concerning the reference to Porsche et al. and the means plus function 
recitation in claim 22, the examiner does not agree with applicant's analysis in view of 
the specific claim recitation and the Porsche reference. Applicant has argued that the 
parallelogram linkages allow pivotal movement at both their upper and lower ends. This 
is correct — as regards the linkages themselves, however the parallelogram linkages do 
not allow the ski to pivot at any locations other than the locations of the interfaces 
between the ski and the linkage elements. Clearly, as applicant has noted, the ski can 
pivot about the relative interfaces of the ski and elements 6 and 7. The ski cannot, 
however, further pivot about the upper ends of the parallelogram linkages. Please note 
that none of elements 6, 7, and 8 can change their lengths. One of the key features of a 
parallelogram linkage indeed lies in this very characteristic, and it is this characteristic 
(indeed aptly named 'parallelogram' for this specific reason) which keeps the angular 
relationship between the ski and frame the same as specifically regards the rest of the 
linkage arrangement. Certainly both elements 6 and 7 may pivot themselves with 
respect to the frame, and the examiner does not deny this, however the only pivotal 
motion of the ski with respect to the frame will occur at the lower ends of 6 and 7. 
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Art Unit: 3618 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to F. Vanaman whose telephone number is 703-308-0424. 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the group receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-1 113. 

As of May 1 , 2003, any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Mail Stop 

Commissioner for Patents 

P. 0. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, 
Or faxed to one of the following fax servers: 

Regular Communications/Amendments: 703-872-9326 

After Final Amendments: 703-872-9327 

Customer Service Communications: 703-872-9325 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



F. VANAMAN 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3618 



